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When Joe Dill first asked me to speak to your newspaper 
association about the next hundred years, I was reminded again 
of what an unreasonable lot old AP wire editors are. At first, 
I tried to get out of it, but I really knew better than to 
try to change his mind. 
I know of only one instance in the history of the AP 
where an AP wire editor changed his mind about an assignment. 
There is a legend that in the Johnstown Flood of 1936, 
the AP had a young reporter on the spot who sent in a lead 
that said: "God gazed down from the hills above the Conemaugh 
River tonight upon surging flood waters not seen on earth 
since the deluge floated Noah's Ark." The AP wire editor 
in New York telegraphed ba·ck one of the few impulsive 
assignment changes in AP history. He wired: "Forget the flood 
and · int e r V'i e w God'• " 
I ga ye up trying to change Joe D,il 1' s mind, and on this 
1 OOth anniversary of the Nor th Dakota News paper As soc ia t ion, 
I will try to look ahead to its two hundredth anniversary. 
Utopian 1 i tera t ure .does · not encourage any one to try to 
1 o o k · · ahead a c. en tu r y , or any 1 a r g e par t o f a cent u r y • I t 
is 'littered with un$uccessful efforts to pierce the veil of 
the· future, from Sir Thomas More's Utopia in 1516 to Aldous 
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Huxley's Brave New World in 
Eighty Four, in 1949. One 
1937 and George Orwell's Nineteen 
of the best efforts was that of 
Ignatious Donnelly, the Sage of Nininger, the celebrated 
Minnesota populist, who wrote Ceaser' s Column, in the 1880' s 
and forec·ast television. But the first prize for the species 
goes to Alfred Lord Tennyson who, in Locksley Hall, in 1842 
wrote: 
"For I dipped into the future, far as 
human eye could see, 
Saw the Vision of the world, and all the 
wonders that would be; 
Saw the heavens fill with commerce, 
argosies of magic sails, 
Pi 1 o ts of the p u r p 1 e t w i 1 i g ht , z"~ :r:o p p in g: 
down th e'i r c o st 1 y b a 1 e s ; 
Heard the heavens ; ffll~:,d _ w j t 10 , ~ h 6.u t in g , · and 
there rained a ghastly dew 
From the nations~ airy navies, grappling 
in·the central blue •• " 
Lacking Tennyson's vision and poetic gifts, as well as 
Donnelly's techn~cal perception, I will 
of Joe Dill's ·exact assignment to talk 
try to wriggle out 
about what I think 
will be the great issues with which newspapers will have to 
deal in decades of the next century. 
The first of these, at this distance, appears to me to 
be the relations between the Soviet Union and the United 
States. This is not a new challenge, of course. Alexis de 
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Toqueville, in his great book AMERICAN DEMOCRACY, wrote in 
18 3 5 : "The re are at the present time two great nations in 
the world which started from different points, but seem to 
tend towards the same end. I allude to the Russians and the 
Americans ••• The c!_~';.o-American relies upon personal interest -
to accomplish his ends and gives free scope to the unguided 
strength and common sense of the people; the Russian cent er s 
all authority of society in a single arm. The principal 
instrument of the former is freedom; of the latter servitude. 
Their star ting point is different and their courses are not 
the same; yet each of them ·seems marked out by the will of 
Heaven to sway the destinies of half the globe." 
The forecast was prescient, but perhaps not as prescient 
as i t seems today , 1 5 0 ye a r s 1 ate r , be ca u s e the l.o n g con fro n -
tation foreseen by de Toqueville had already commenced. John 
Qµincy Adams, who became Secretary of State in the James 
Monroe Administration, in 1817, had observed a Russian settle-
ment near San Francisco. He called in the Russian Minister, 
Baron Tuyl, and, according to his diary, told him "we should 
contest the right of Russia to any territorial establishment 
on this continent, and that we should assume distinctly the 
principle that the American continents are no longer subjects 
f or any new Euro pea n · co 1 on i a 1 es tab 1 i· sh men t s • " The warning 
was of a piece with the Monroe Doctrin€ of that administration. 
In his seventh annual message Monroe warned that the United 
States would "consider any attempt on their part to extend 
their system . to any portion of this hemisphere as dangerous 
to our peace and safety·." 
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By 1852, the United States was alarmed by fears that 
the Quintuple Alliance, having suppressed liberal governments 
of 1848 in Europe would try to recover lost colonies of the 
monarchies in South America. These fears were expressed in 
a book by Henry Winter Davis, at one time chairman of the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee, who advocated a union with 
Great Britain to forestall Russian domination of Europe and 
penetration of the New World. Of this threat he worte: "We 
are surrountled by feeble and factious republics, the prey 
of eternal war, delivered over to the horrors of civil discord, 
and the very points an ambitious, active and malicious power 
would seize on to annoy us ••• nations at our door sufficiently 
powerful to harrass if not seriously to endanger us, may be 
stirred up by foreign intrigues, armed by foreign money, led 
by·European·science." 
The Russian imperial drive pushed the boundaries of 
Czarist Russia from central Europe. to the Pacific. Geo-
politicans like Zbigniew Brezenski attr~bute that imperial 
impluse to the fact that "from time immemorial Russian society 
expressed itself politically through a state that was mobilized 
and regimented along military lines, with the security dimen-
sion serving as ·the central organizing impulse. The absence 
of any clearly definable national boundary made territorial 
expansion the obv~ous way of ensuring security. A relentless 
historical cycle was set in motion: 
further expansionism." 
insecurity, in turn fueled 
Many Americans believed the Communist Revolution changed 
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·all that; but events have prov~n otherwise--the same ex-
pansionist and military drive lives on in a dictatorship as 
absolute and imperialist as that of the Czar. Alexander 
Solzhenitsyn does not · agree with this · cont in ui t y. He thinks 
Communism is worse, that it cannot survive without using 
terror and that 'it will "spread, cancer-like, to destroy 
mankind, or mankind will have to rid itself of communism." 
Arkady Shevechenko's book BREAKING WITH MOSCOW, says 
the Soviet Union abhors American armed strength because the 
leaders "believe that it is the main, if not only barrier 
to their plans for world domination." He quotes Gromyko as 
saying the gr ea test weakness in U.S. i(bJ7f¢~(ji s that Americans 
"don't comprehend our final goals." 
Th·e ·doctrinal statements and ideological assertions of 
Communist Party leaders from Lenin to Breshnev reflect these 
goals. Breshnev gave them their modern shape with the blunt 
warning that the Soviet Union will support liberation move-
ments wherever they arise. The United States, meanwhile, 
seems increasingly committed to resist Soviet supported 
liberation movements wherever they arise. The confrontation 
foreseen by de Toqueville seems at hand. 
How to resolve these irreconcilable positions without 
a conflict that will destroy both countries, most of the 
civilized world, and even life on this planet, surely will 
be the great question with which newspapers must deal for 
the next century. The two nations now possess some 50, 000 
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nu c 1 ear war head s , the ex p 1 o s i on'? of on 1 y a tenth of which 
might precipitate a nuclear. winter and destroy all life on 
earth. 
For the time being, a kind of peace has been achieved, 
resting on the ability of each nation to destroy the other. 
It is a precarious peace, but better than no peace at all. 
I t mus t be said to the great c red i t o f a doctrine o f mu tu a 1 
assured destruction that it has kept· the peace for 40 years; 
it must be acknowledged· at the same time that it rests upon 
the morally inacceptable policy of holdin.g hostage the lives 
of millions of non-combatants, in the two great powers, and 
millions more· in the neutral world elsewhere on the planet. 
The President of the United States is seeking a better answer 
to our nuclear defense. He may or may not find it in the 
Strategic Defense Initiative. The most hopeful future that 
we dare entertain is· that in 2086, the world still will be 
looking for it, and newspapers will still be writing about 
it. 
A great democratic nation faces some problems induced 
bythe structure of its society when it is necessary for it 
tocc0iifroh t military· ·power. The people of the United States 
are not comfortable with the exercise of great power. After 
the Vietnam War, Congress attempted to deal with such problems 
in the war ·powers act, tying the executi.ve department's hands 
in various military situation$. The sources of that cautio~ary 
statute are well understood. There is a genuine anxiety about 
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the abuse of power. There is a real aversion to the employment 
of power. And yet, the possession of great power is not 
useful in forfending the need to use it if all the countries 
of the world are supremely confident the power never will 
be employed. Limitations on the use of power may result in 
a greater need to use it. 
it· can never be employed 
in a rusty rowboat led by 
in 
a 
Our power will be ineffective if 
a timely way. Six raw recruits 
resolute ensign would have more 
impact on foreign policy than 5,000 men on a billion dollar 
carrier under the command of an admiral who could not order a 
hard rudder right without consulting five hundred quarreling 
congressmen. 
We have not answered this dilemna in the war powers act 
and the people of the United States and the newspapers which 
serve them need to give this problem a cont~nuing study. 
There is a curious paradox in the next century's two 
foremost problems. Mankind faces extinction by the threat 
of destructive ingenuity at the same time that it is confronted 
with extinction by its own fertility; it is frightened at 
the prospect that all life may be destroyed and terrified 
by the prospect that human life will proliferate so that life 
will be unendurable. The second problem will confound the 
newspapers as much as the first. 
The population of the world by the end of the next century 
is estimated at more than 10 billion. If that happens, life 
on the planet will be profoundly altered, some demographers 
believe. Others do not so completely co-relate population 
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density and destruction. In any case, the change will be 
enormous. The very prospect will precipatate profound politi-
cal conflicts like the one ·already occurring over abortion. 
The quarrels of the Right to Life and the Women's Rights 
groups are 
morality 
not really over 
they are quarrels 
laws, politics, government 
induced by biology. Alice 
and 
c. 
Rossi, Harriet Martinof f Professor of Sociology at the 
University of Massachusetts has written with great clarity 
on a biological revolution that has come about almost un-
noticed in our press. She points out that female fertility 
has increased by nine times over what it was in the days when 
our for e bear er s were hunter s and gather er s • Over the course 
o f the chi 1 d - bear in g ye a r s , the h u.n t er - gather er fem a 1 e mens -
truated for an average of some four years. Low nutrition 
and protracted four-year nursing of the young induced a 
:;:Jactanon,a~~,-.amel1()Trlieff> which cut the fertility time to some four 
years while today's women average 35 years of menstrual 
cyclisity. No wonder the inevitable rate of natural pro-
creation has produced the controversies that your columns 
reflect a~out contraception, intra-uterine devices, the pill, 
abortion, the sexual revolution and all the attendant problems. 
There surely will be more 
for the next decades 
devoted to biology and 
about these problems in your columns 
and hopefully, more of it will be 
less to the mere symptons disclosed 
in laws, supreme court opinions, and politics. This one 
problem alone has within it irreconcilable differences of 
- 9 -
the kind that tear nations apart. It is not possible to 
construct laws or write court opinions, devise, inspire 
customs, or religious beliefs that are in accord. And some-
times it seems impossible to arrive at any compromise. The 
newspapers, it seems. to me, may have the decisive role in 
preventing this dispute over a matter of biology from splitting 
society into irreconcilable groups. 
Within the United States, the sheer size of the popu-
lation -- estimated in the next century to level off at some 
310 million is less alarming than the age distribution of 
that population. The American Academy of Arts and Sciences 
in a recent issue of its publication DAEDALUS dealt 
exhaustively with the problem of an aging America. Its central 
conclusion between 2010 and 2030 the 76 million members 
of the post war baby boom will pass their 65th birthday and 
will range from 65 to 85. Together with .·those more than 85: 
"they will form an enormous dependent group in population; 
Providing for· their support, their health. care, and their 
housing will· be as great a challenge as any nation has ever 
faced." 
In the last century, life expectancy increased from 47 
to 65 years. Since 1950 the number over 65 has more than 
doubled. The number over 85 has more than quadrupled. The 
proportion over 65 has in 35 years grown from 8 to 12 percent. 
It is expected to 
the middle of - the 
reach 17 percent in another 35 years. By 
next century there w~ll be 16 million over 
85. By the year 2050, it is estimated that there will be 
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four persons over 65 to every person of prime working age 
a gerontic dependency rate four times as great as that 
which exists today. 
The dependency ratio of the eld?/:ly started rising in 
1960 when it was 16.8 elderly per 100; to 18.6 per 100 in 
1980, to 21.6 persons in 200, and it is estimated it will 
reach 37 aged pers·ons per hundred in 2030. At the same time 
the number of dependent young per hundred persons will decline. 
Allen Piefer, one of the Daedalus authors, concludes 
"tomorrow's children promise to be the most heavily burdened 
generation in the nation's history." 
The care of the aged is req.uiring a steadily increasing 
percentage of natural resources. From 1965 to 1981, the grants 
for this group increased by 56.4 percent. Those more than 
65 occupy 40 percent of hospital beds on any given day. The 
medical trust fund is expected to be depleted by the end of 
the century • Accord·ing ·to Daniel Callahan, Di rec tor of the 
Hastings Center of New York, "the phenomenon of an aging 
society has resulted in the destruction. of the moral and 
biological balance that has historically .been of great 
importance. " 
The disruption of this balance is apparent in poverty 
.figures. In 1959, 35.2 percent of those aged 65 or more were 
classified in the poverty group. It went down to 15.3 percent 
in 1975 and today it is only 14 percent. Meanwhile poverty 
in the young (under 18) went from 26.9 percent in 1959 to 
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14.1 percent in 1969, to 16.8 percent in 1975, and now to 
22.2 percent, almost as high as it was 25 years ago. 
It is comforting to see how well we are alleviating aged 
poverty, but alarming to see that we are shoving it from the 
old to the young and to the middle aged. Maybe the secret 
of the shift is that those under 18 do not vote, so an elected 
government diverts money from them to second homes, yachts, 
and summer cruises for the aged. 
Newspapers are going to play a central role in preparing\ 
\ society for an aging America. I hope they will prepare a 
lot of us old timers for the notion that sheer longevity does 
not justify idleness, luxury, and ease; that we must be in-
creasingly attentive to the well~being of the disabled 
young and old and society must dare to ask the aged to 
in 1933 ) keep productive far more years than was· appropriate 
when our social security policies were frozen in concrete. / 
An economic controversy that has been rising for decades 
also promises to disfigure politics in the hundred years ahead 
and to complicate the lives of editors. We have talked a 
1 o t about "one w or 1 d" in po 1itica1 terms • That one world 
has not come about but an economic one world really has come 
into being and in that one world there is scarcely an industry 
so small, so local, so provincial that is is not in effective 
competition with the producers of like product in the 
remotest portions of the world. 
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This international market has profoundly disturbed the 
relationship between producers and different countries. While 
the consumers operate on universal pressures, producers are 
g over n e d 1arg-e1 y by 1oca1 cons id er at ions • Those engaged in 
one basic American industry after another suddenly find them-
selves confronted by competition from some. unexpected quarter 
whether they are the manufacturers of shoes, textiles or paper 
products or growers of wheat or cotton or potatoes. And those 
who have studied our continually more troubled commercial 
predicament find that our Am~rican industries are competing 
with industries that are favored by tax policies abroad from 
countries that turn out more technical retrained workers, 
from countries where capital markets operate on a different 
basis from countries that have dealt historically with export 
problems, from countries where industrial. management systems 
are more matured, from countries where labor costs are more 
flexible, from countries where rules in the working place 
have not been so rigid. 
The quick fix for the consequences of these competitive 
disadvantages is a protective tariff or some variety of 
restrictions on imports. The demands for protection are 
b b 1 h h h h . (~b-~~,,. ,,c·~ ~ ~~ ~- •. -~<--~ pro a y s a r per now t an t e y ave ,:_~~-·-g-~ n~!J a~-/ crrr.y_~_,_; ~t:J>m~~'-_3 
~e'(~~:JJ}Jc:_yJ}:ert:::~h~ New Deal ushered in a period of 
reciprocal trade agreements. The tide is now running in the 
other direction. 
It is a curious fact of history that the Republican 
Party which has historically been the advocate of ·the 
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protective tariff is now resisting the. demand for protection 
while the Democratic Party . which has h·i.s tor ical 1 y been the 
political party· in favor of tariffs f~r revenue only now 
numbers among. its political leaders the strongest advocates 
for protective duties. A reporting of this debate, an 
editorial commenting upon it, are going to . require of the 
press a great deal mar~ sophistication than economic reporting 
required in the 20th- Century when the issues were simpler. 
There is another problem that the c0untry and its news-
papers will be dealing with probably throughout the next 
century, in a way a problem as old as democratic government. 
But improveme·n ts in an age of communication have made that 
democratic system or any parlimentary system increasingly 
vulnerable. The demands for expenditures in behalf of vehement 
and art i cu 1 ate fragments of society ~]:~t.:t~::~3r~-::::n?Y~)0 can 
be welded into prilitical majorities .which few elected officials 
dare to resist. Fewer and fewer of those who have the 
responsibility for governing public expenditures have the 
political for ti tu de to say no. There comes a point in the 
extension of grants and subsidies at which the system cannot 
retain its viability. Sena tor Moy.nihan in his most recent 
book has pointed out that "in the first quarter 1984, 47 
percent of the 83.6 million non-farm households in the United 
States received benefits from one or more government programs." 
That is an astonishing figure and (~') the number of 
those households is increased by the addition of · those who 
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have the interest of relatives and the retention of those 
subsidies it is not difficult to see why few politicians can 
say no. No one with any awareness of these problems would 
dare to hope that there 
upon which the Congress 
is in sight any practical solution 
of the. United States can unite. In 
spite of the fact that we live under an ad~inistration 
committed to a reduttion of the rate of growth in governmental 
expenditures, our annual deficit has hit record. levels, our 
total public 
percentage of 
debt is the greatest it ever has 
our gross 
on the Federal debt is 
national 
greater 
product 
than it 
going to 
ever has 
been, the 
interest 
been. It 
would be folly to assume that you could solve this problem 
b y tu r n in g out the · e 1 e c t e d r e pre sent at iv e s now in Cong re s s ; 
they would only be replaced by another batch of elected 
representatives equally vulnerable to the criticism of every 
minor i t y inter es t en j o y in g a fed er a 1 grant o r sub s id y of any 
kind. The experience of recent months ·discloses what an 
hysteria can be introduced by the suggestion of any reduction 
in any program of . any kind. Perhaps the press, by ·better 
reporting on fiscal affairs of this kind, can induce a more 
logical and rati·orial notion of the capabilities of the Federal 
Government. There still preva~ls in the country an incredible 
confidence in the ability of the Government. to meet any.need, 
to poultice any problem and to rescue any needy group. We 
may believe in a limited government; but we also believe in 
its unlimited capacity to meet every financial demand made 
upon.it. 
- 15 -
Another hardy prennial problem which I am convinced that 
the newspapers of 2086 will be writing about even more 
extensively than they write about it today is the problem 
arising from the predicament of Latin Amer~ca. 
For a brief interval this country was enchanted with 
and fascinated by W.W. Rostow's eloquently argued thesis that 
by the wise administration of governmental authority and 
appropriations and grants 
nations an expansion of 
one could induce into underdeveloped 
commerce and industry that would 
elevate its gross national product to a point of takeoff from 
which it would proceed to an infinitely multiplied productivity 
that would cause the gross national product to outrun the 
burdens of ~xpanding population. 
We spoke hnpefully of dealing with the rising 
expectations of 
America. On 
the undeveloped countries of Central and South 
the flood of those hopeful views the great 
financial enterprises of America proceeded for the second 
time in history to flood the South American countries with 
credit beyond their ability to use it skillfully ~or the 
capacity to repay it .immediately. The country is preoccupied 
now with the problem of dealing with El Salvador, Nicaragua, 
and ;Hohd.uras ~ The troubles there and in all our neighbors 
to the South are not susceptible of quick solution by any 
formula. 
Those who do not live in these countries may have any 
number of policies that they think will mitigate their 
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circumstance ·but it is difficult to have much confidence in 
any of them. There simply are physical circumstances so 
adverse to modernization that some countries do not find it 
possible to put a chicken in every pot and two cars. in every 
garage, to make every· man a king and every woman a queen. 
Many of our neighbors of course h~ve suffered from exploitative 
and tyranic rule, mis~government that has aggravated their 
difficulties but the dismal conclusion that is forced upon 
us that th·ere are places in the world where even the most 
admirable governments have not succeeded. The great threat 
to the United States will continue to be as far as anyone 
can see into the future, a threat of frustrated people moving 
from the political right to the political left and back again 
in a struggle to achieve an accep table 1eve1 of pros per it y. 
The inevitable discontent derived from these governing dis-
abilities fertilizes only one crop, a crop.of revolutions~ 
Lawrence Hoffman, a former U.S. Aid official, has recently 
written in The Washington Post, a much needed admonition that 
Latin America's problems are not wholly the fault of the 
United States, although some people always seem to think so. 
He asks why incomes are 15 or 20 times greater in the United 
States, why. is wealth ~ore evenly distribut.ed, why are literacy 
rates so low in the South, why do most elected officials there 
leave office rich. He suggests that there are social and 
cultural differences in our neighboring states -- differences 
not conducive to economic democracy. 
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It is hard to suppress the recollection that Simon 
Bolivar, the Liberator, sighed on his. death bed and with his 
last breath said: 
is ungovernable." 
"We have plowed the seas, South America 
We cannot yield to his despair; but we 
cannot expect to eliminate at once c.ultural differences that 
cannot be wholly altered from the outside. 
Latin America do demand one thing from us 
The problems of 
f ram our news-
papers that is far more extensive and intelligent news 
coverage than the papers have been able to provide in the 
past. 
The coming century, I am convinced, will force the 
people of this country and their newspapers to examine more 
closely than they ever have before the role of bureaucracy 
in democratic government. They have, since the turn of th~ 
century, cheerfully submitted to and justified a delegation 
of power from the legislative branches to appointed 
bureaucracies. In spite of the warnings of great writers 
1 i k e A 1 ex i s d e Toque vi 11 e and Max Weber , we have perm i t t e. d 
discretion over the lives of citizens to be vested in a vast 
bureaucracy, acco~ntable to no citiiens, responsible to no 
authority, removable by no elected power. We have been warned 
since 
mine 
the 18th century that bureaucracies under-
with 
of 
in 
democratic principles, that 
an impulse toward 
elected 
taking 
legislators. 
a more 
secrecy, 
I hope 
intensive 
they 
and are 
are 
of ten 
consumed 
defiant 
newspapers will 
how 
lead 
much look at 
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governmental prerogative in America now rests in a bureaucracy 
that is burdening society with unnecessary regulatory 
interventions in American life at every le~ei. 
I cannot fail in my gloomy look ahead to warn that I 
fee 1 s u r e the news paper s of the c o u n t r y w i 11 hJtv~~'J t o car r y 
the burden of defending freedom of the press from continued 
attack. The first amendment was brought into being by a 
generation of statesmen who . knew that a society wishing to 
enjoy the benefits of a free press must make it possible to 
find out the truth, to publish it. without prior restraint, 
to publish without 
to materials of 
fear of sanguinary reprisal, 
publication, and to have 
to have access 
the right to 
distribute. In 1938, the United States Supreme Court in Near 
v Minnesota, made safe the right to print without prior 
restraint. We have made some progress toward defending the 
right to get information. Now, I think we are greatly menaced 
by the fear of sanguinary reprisal. A rising tide of libel 
litigation has cast over the American press a cloud of anxiety 
and, perhaps, a degree of timidity. Few publishers can 
cheerfully face libel actions that may cost them an average 
of $150,000 even =if they win. Such sanguinary risks will 
not intimidate all newspapermen; but it will intimidate and 
silence some. This threat must be diminished by legislation 
putting some sort of limit on this kind of intimidation. 
We have known one way of diminishing it sinc·e 1805 when the 
New York Legislature adopted a declaratory act putting a cap 
on libel punishments at 18 months in jail or a $5,000 fine. 
Its action emerged from Alexander Hamilton's remarkable 
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defense of the 1ibe1 action in _P_e_o__,_p_l_e __ v __ C_r_o_s_w_e_l_l • It was, 
u n for tun ate 1 y , re pea 1 e d in 1 8 2 8 • I t i s time to restore it 
in New York and elsewhere. 
I am aware that my contemplation of the future has taken 
on a grim aspect but perhaps it is the fatal consequence 
of a lifetime in newsrooms where bad news plays a very 
conspicious role in making up the newspaper. I am an optimist 
by nature but it is an optimism that springs from the 
belief that the best way to forfend misfortune is to foretell 
it , and encourage society to do something about it • There 
are some alarming and perplexing problems ahead; but calamity 
is the normal diet of humanity. 
When Tacitus, the great Roman historian, sat down to 
write his history of the reign of Galba, after the death of 
Nero, he summarized that· cruel interlude of Roman history 
with an ~l statement. "We now enter," he said, "upon 
the history of a period, rich w;L th disaster, gloomy with war, 
rent by sedition, and savage in its very hours of peace ••• 
Slaves betray their masters, £i~~e'ffmj~)'u their patrons, and he 
who has no enemies is destroyed by his friends." 
century, I hope will not be that dismal. 
Our next 
Whatever it is, Americans must hring to it the strength 
and resolution of a people not unaccustomed to hardship and 
sacrifice. The current life-style may appear hedonistic and 
almost pagan in its appetites and amusements. The solid 
American virtues remain, untouched and untarnished. Virgil 
Parrington put it properly when he said: "No matter how often 
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man may deny his divine nature, the indwelling Godhead 
remains, murmuring in the shell, until the tide returns to 
f load it again." The essential America is s~ill there, ready 
to serve the nation in any adversity~ 
·Now and then, when looking for historical perspective 
and consolation, I advert to Thornton Wilder's great play, 
The Skin of Our Teeth. In the closing act, 
George Antrobus (a fiction a 1 em bod i men t of 
you will remember, 
all of mankind), 
rises from the ruins of a stricken world, book in hand, to 
disclose what the history of the world has taught him. 
Standing on a pile of ruins he tells his wife: "I know that 
ever y good and be au t i f u 1 thing in the w or 1 d 1 iv es moment by 
moment ·on the razor edge of danger, and must he fought for, 
whether it is a home, or a factory, or a cou.ntry." 
The <:!:f!W of the newspapers in that long fight seldom 
has been more aptly stated than it was by the ·late. Rebecca 
West in her book The Meaning of Treason. She wrote a single 
paragraph admonition for all newspaper people. She said: 
"It is the presentation of the facts that matter, the 
facts that put together are the face of . the age; the rise 
in the pr ice o f co a 1 '· the new b a 11 e t , the woman found dead 
in a kimono qn the golf links, the latest sermon of the 
Archbishop 
daughter. 
of 
For 
York, the 
if people do 
marriage 
not have 
of a Prime 
the face of 
Minister's 
the age set 
clear before them they begin to imagine it;· and fantasy, if 
it is not discipl~ned by the intellect and kept in faith with 
reality by the instinct of art, dwells among the wishes and 
fears of childhood, and ~o sees life either as simply answering 
any prayer or as endlessly emitting nightmare monsters from 
a womb-like cave." 
For 
matter 
the age. 
all of us newspapermen, it is the facts that 
the facts that, put together, make up the face of 
The mechanical method of presenting those facts will 
change as it has changed. It has changed more in the last 
fifty years than it changed in all the years from the invention 
of printing from movable type by John Gutenburg in the 15th 
century to the 20th century. The most modern newspapers have 
proceeded so far with the computer that the news room now 
emits press plates instead of reams of copy. We are in the 
process of eliminating the composing room entirely. The next 
step is the elimination of the press room by doing the printing 
in the home of the subscriber. Editors and publishers ought 
to be a little nervous about what the next century may do 
to the news room. A Doubleday official told me facetiously 
one time that their equipment was becoming so modernized that 
the time might be foreseen when authors would be put in one 
end of a machine and bound volumes extracted from the other 
end. Even if that happens, it still will be the presentation 
of the facts that matter. 
The economic structure of American newspapers has changed 
as spectacularly as the production methods. At the end of 
1985, newspaper groups owned 71 percent of all the daily 
newspapers in· the country. 
of the daily circulation. 
They accounted for 77 percent 
Competing newspapers exist only 
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in few of our cities. Most of them make money. Few of the 
great chains dominate policy. Many of them make a virtue 
of having nothing to do with news and editorial policy. We 
certainly have a totally. different kind of press than that 
which was printed in the United States in the 18th Century, 
when the country was founded. Then, the printers were 
generally pretty· poor "ink-stained wretches." De Toqueville 
described them as a vulgar lot·. There were exceptions like 
Isaiah Thomas of the Massachusetts Spy who made a fortune 
from a chain of printing places and later founded the American 
Antiq~arian Society. But most of the colonial printers were 
not wealthy men. Their equipment consisted of chiefly a 
shirt-tail full of type and a hand press. At the time of 
the American Revolution, they were more interested in headlines 
than "bottom lines;" more concerned with making a Revolution 
and making a country than they were with making a profit. 
That preoccupation may help explain the good luck they had 
with juries who applauded the printers' defiarice of authority. 
The next century may bring us more truly national papers 
like the British daily newspapers or the two major Soviet 
newspapers the US A Tod a y -(ma:Y-y,e a · f o rerun n e r • 
-~~- -~-· 
The Wall 
Street Journal is a rather ~ifferent species. The New 
York Times is not quite the same, despite its new editions 
in the West anrl the Middle West. It is hard to imagine nation-
al papers displacing the local dailies with their burden of 
local news and 16cal advertising. Life, the Saturday Evening 
Post, and Colliers, in our time demonstrated that sheer size 
of circulation can lead to bankruptcy. 
No matter how the newspapers are printed, owned, 
published,· and distributed, let us hope their editors keep 
their eyes on their main function the presentation of the 
facts· that matter the facts that make up the face of the 
age. 
I nervously note that Joseph Dill is waiting impatiently 
for me to get to his assignment and produce the piece datelined 
Fargo, May 3, 2086. So I will close with a stab at a wrap-
up lead on the great event of that day: 
"Fargo, May 3, 2086: The members of ·the North Dakota 
Newspaper Association met here today. and heard discussions 
on how to handle such major news stories of the day . as the 
Soviet-American 
bankruptcy 
. Americaf 
of 
the 
confrontation, the 
the Medicare System, 
rise of terrorism, 
federal deficit, the 
the revolutions in Latin 
the drug-abuse crisis, 
increasing unemployment, the latest treatment for AIDS, and 
de-regula~ion of air transportatinn to th~ space st~tions 
on the Moon." 
